TOP 20-30 PUBLIC REVIEW COMMENTS ON OREGON NPS MANAGEMENT PLAN

RATIONALE FOR SELECTION OF TOP 20-30 COMMENTS:

Comment Is Either From EPA or Describes How Plan Can Be Rewritten To Better Meet EPA Requirement

Comment Identifies Missing EPA Plan Requirement
Comment Corrects Mistake
Comment Adds To Better Understanding of Plan

Comment Covers Each Key Section of The Plan
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

| 1. Pg.8: Last bullet what are WQ-10 ~12 projects and other?
This is last item of a list dired plan elements. Last
/ paragraph, la ence what does “coordinated frameworks”
// . /% mean;perhaps explain?

7

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
| 2. Pg.10:2™ bullet is there an example te-nclude? EPA Key

. Component #3 and #4. 1 didiot see references to the State IWRS
and thought thisnright be an appropriate section to reference this
. //// | st ¢-integrated strategy.
y N
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INTRODUCTION
Pg. 16: “To Promote Watershed...” lead; another bulleted list,

this section might warrant a sh ative to explain how the
actions relate? The n aragraph about funding and the CNPCP
seems out Ce, maybe in a section called Funding for NPS
activities.

Both comments are needed. The
last comment was inténded to be
done and will beTevised as
suggeste

Pg. 63. “4.4.1. TMDL Implementation for Urban and Ruy;
Residential DMAs. In order to better protect water-qtiality and
beneficial uses, must be reversed. The ci counties natural
resources must be identified an, Tected first. “Oregon land use
laws and statewide lan goals allow and encourage local
governments to preserve natural areas that serve to protect water
qualit al 6 requires local jurisdictions to comply with state
federal water quality laws.”

. Pg. 65. “In addition, the “safe harbor” buffer widths may not

provide sufficient shade to meet the temperature TMDL sh
surrogates in some instances. A local jurisdiction may.détermine
that they comply with Goal 5 and not Goal 6 or their TMDL. may
determine that they comply with Goal 5 and+ot Goal 6 or their
TMDL.” The concept of compliance Goal 6 is misleading in
this sentence. It does not have compliance standards on its own. If
a jurisdiction has an ackno ged comp plan, it technically is in
compliance with Goal 61f the plan is under review and the
jurisdiction comph€s with state and federal WQ requirements Goal
6 is satisfied~With respect to a TMDL it is for DEQ to make the
call onecompliance with WQ laws” Goal 6 has no independent

Ction. Pgs. 65 and 66. [I suggest the rest of this section be
deleted or moved.

The document is missing the necessary link between quality
standards, applicable TMDLs, demonstr; €st Management
Practices, and specific actio imeframes to institute those
BMPs with acc ility, and monitoring to determine

co ce.

The crux of the plan’s pufpose.
Needs to be explainéd better and in
some cas| ction added.
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2. Also missing are the efforts and contributions of m fvate
organizations towards restoring Oregon’s river and streams and
reducing water pollution fr point sources, including non-
regulated sto Thanagement activities of municipalities and
distriets;Watershed councils, and others

4. In addition, it appears only DEQ lead tasks have an it about
the actions to be taken over the next 5- an period. There are
no similar commitments er regulating agencies such as
Oregon D it of Forestry (ODF) and Oregon Department of

iculture (ODA).

7 7

4. Finally, on page 54 you indicate that DEQ authority to preseribe X
forestland BMPs would be “triggered by the failure-of the Board Need to redd
[of Forestry] to adopt adequate BMPs to implement TMDL letter to
allocations for forestry or to avoid-impairment of water quality h
such that standards ar: et.” We respectfully disagree, and deterptine the
refer you to o Ctober 7, 2010 letter to DEQ on this count. neeg/for
change to
PS plan.
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I I
23. Northwes 15. Bullet 4. What does DEQ mean by “reasonable assurance”? Is this us a

nviron-} regulatory term to mean that to allow wasteload allocations to peifit sources
mental| DEQ must demonstrate there is reasonable assurance s load allocations

dvocates to nonpoint sources will be met, consistent wi CF.R §132.2()oris it Explain reasonab
just filler? Since DEQ does not provide aty reasonable assurance now, how assurance in reldationship to
can it provide “better” assurance?Th addition, more to the point, how can TMDL load allocations and
DEQ provide any reas e assurance at all given that it does not intend to the NPS program.
use any of its regutatory powers to achieve nonpoint source control? What is it
planni o that is going to be more successful than the non-success it has

eved to date?

Are the standards and TMDL load allocations being met by the O ns and
rules? If not, why not? And what will DEQ do? A recitationi of all the paperwork
that the agencies have completed has irig to do with whether BMPs have been
established that are ad 0 meet standards and load allocations and whether
those B eing implemented.
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Riverkeepers

29, Oregon
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expected and in some cases required to adopt development o €s...and manage
development in hazard prone areas to prevent 1 ife and property.” Steep slopes are
included as an example of a hazar area. This Nonpoint Source Management Plan
should give clear gui 0 local communities on what is expected in development
ordinan eliminate anthropogenic runoff from development on steep slopes.

26. Tualati Urban forestry should be a keystone in DEQ’s non TIENT program. Agree and in
iverkeepers wha Q is doing.
27. Tualatin 3. Development on Steep Slopes — According to this draft plan, “Local ¢ ifies are

| pre
1
" oW

Y

There are no basin-specific projects or activities outlined in the plan, an does not
identify how many TMDL implementation plans veloped, or where. How are
EPA and DEQ to determine ann er adequate progress is being made?

Need to identif
basin-speci
projectsOr activities
outlined in the plan

Urban and rural residential. We agree that DEQ needs to establi coordination
between stormwater and TMDL programs. We thi L guidance for urban
DMAs will help if it is specifi at 15 expected from urban DMAs. We are
concerned currently lacks the staff capacity to provide training to urban DMAs.
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